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1
Executive Summary:

1.1
General

The Priority Service SWG met on February 13, 2002 in Saalfelden, Austria to progress work on the Priority Service Feasibility Study.  The following are highlights from the meeting:

A. 15 participants from 12 companies

B. 5 input documents

C. 4 output documents: 

C.1 1 document is the Meeting Report

C.2 1 document is the updated draft TR on Priority Service Feasibility Study

C.3 2 Liaison Statements

D. Reviewed comments on the latest draft of the Priority Service Feasibility Study Technical Report. Document S1-020218 was updated to document S1-020592. The Priority Service Feasibility Study Technical Report is deemed 75-80% complete.

E. There are outstanding concerns regarding a PIN based solution. The issue is for further study.

F. Agreed to send a copy of the draft report on Priority Service Feasibility Study TR contained in S1-020592 to TSG SA for information.

G. Agreed to send a LS to other 3GPP groups to request feedback on the draft report on Priority Service Feasibility Study TR contained in S1-020592. 

H. Agreed to send a LS to PCG/OP (and copy to GSMA SerG) to request information on a Feature Code (FC) for Priority Service

1.2
Future Meetings

	Meeting
	Date


	Venue
	Comment 

	SA1 Adhocs
	8 – 12 Apr 02
	Sophia Antipolis, France
	TR Stable

	SA1#16
	13 – 17 May 02
	Victoria, Canada
	


1.3
Output Change Requests:

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	None
	CR
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


1.4
Output Liaison Statements:

	Tdoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-020594
	LS
	
	
	
	
	LS on Priority Service Feasibility Study TR – draft (to SA2, SA3, SA5, CN1, CN4, RAN2, RAN3, T2 and T3)
	Priority Services Rapporteur
	

	S1-020595
	LS
	
	
	
	
	LS on Feature Code for Priority Service (to PCG/OP and copy to GSMA SerG)
	Priority Services Rapporteur
	


1.5
Action Items:

I. For the Chairmen

A.1 Prepare revised Priority Service Feasibility Study draft report (S1-020592) based on the meeting discussions on S1-020218, S1-020354, and S1-020394.

A.2 Prepare a LS based on S1-020592 to other 3GPP groups for review and feedback on the Priority Service Feasibility Study draft report

A.3 To check with NCS whether the sentence “Priority Service is intended to be used only during times of emergency situations and network congestion.” in the Introduction section of the TR can be replaced with ‘Priority Service is intended to be available during times of emergency situations and network congestion”. Associated with this item is a concern from the operators regarding abuse of service by high priority subscribers, and a clarification is requested from NCS.
A.4 To investigate the appropriate process to reserve a FC for Priority Service. It is proposed that “272” be used as the FC for Priority Service.

A.5 Section 5.1; Paragraph 4: To obtain clarification from United States Regional Requirement for queuing during handover scenarios i.e., if the subscriber is to be queued in the new cell at the bottom of the queue or at the same queue status (place/time) as previously. Similar clarification is requested for Section 5.3; Paragraph 4.
A.6 Section 5.1; Paragraph 5: It is proposed that #iii and #iv be merged. This is because the two may appear to be similar from a user perspective. To obtain clarification from NCS on the use case of the scenarios. 
A.7 Section 5.4; It is proposed that the word “subscribe” should be used instead of  “authorized” through out this section. To confirm with NCS if the proposed change is acceptable.
A.8 Annex A. 

A.8.1 2.a; To obtain clarification from NCS on how “Priority mode” is intended to work. 
B. For all delegates:

B.1 To investigate the need for “new terminals” – especially associated with indicators for Priority Services.

B.2 Identify additional regional requirements for Priority Services.

B.3 Review and provide comment on S1-020592 (Priority Service Feasibility Study draft report). Comments should be submitted to the PAS exploder (3GPP_TSG_SA_WG1_PAS).

2
Detailed Report

2.1 
Opening of the Meeting
A meeting was held on 13 February 2002 among interested parties to progress work on the Priority Service Feasibility Study.

2.2 
Approval of the agenda
	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-020436
	Proposed Agenda for 3GPP SA1 Priority Service FS SWG Meeting
	Priority Service Rapporteur


The agenda, as proposed in S1-020436, was approved after minor modification. Section 7.2.1 was deleted from the agenda. 

2.3
Introductions

The list of attendees is attached in Annex B.

2.4
Call for IPR

Refer to S1-010900 section 3 Call for IPR in  http://www.3gpp.org/ftp/tsg_sa/WG1_Serv/TSGS1_13-Tahoe/Report/ for information and guidance.

No IPR announced.

2.5
Input Documents
	Tdoc
	Subject
	SOURCE

	S1-020436
	Priority Service Feasibility Study SWG meeting agenda
	Priority Service Rapporteur

	S1-020218
	Priority Service Feasibility Study Report – draft
	Priority Service Rapporteur

	S1-020437
	Priority Service SWG meeting report (from Phoenix, AZ, USA)
	Priority Service Rapporteur

	S1-020354
	Comments on Priority Service TR
	Nortel Networks

	S1-020394
	Comments on Priority Service TR
	One 2 One, T-Mobil


2.6 Priority Service items for consideration

2.6.1 Priority Service Feasibility Study Report 

S1-020218 presented an update, based on discussion at the January 2002 meeting of Priority Services SWG. Documents S1-020354 and S1-020394 contained comments on document S1-020218. Documents S1-020218, S1-020354 and S1-020394 were noted. There were also comments submitted by Ericsson without a contribution document The comments were discussed, and included in the following disposition.

Comments contained in documents S1-020354 and S1-020394 as well as other comments raised during the SWG meeting were discussed, and the following disposition was agreed upon:

A. Document S1-020218 would be revised into document S1-020592. S1-020592 will incorporate text changes agreed upon during meeting and captured in the following disposition. 
B. Introduction

A.1 Paragraph 4: Modify the 1st sentence from “…3G set of services…” to “…3GPPsystem  set of services…”
A.2 Paragraph 4: Modify the last sentence from “…the Priority Service is compatible…” to “…the Priority Service in mobile networks is compatible…”
A.3 A statement needs to be added to clarify that the Priority Service is intended to be a national (country-wide) service and applies to both the HPLMN and VPLMN within a country.

B. Section 1. Scope.

B.1 Paragraph 3: Modify the last sentence to read: “Multimedia and non-circuit switched aspects of Priority Service have not been addressed in this feasibility study and are for further study.”
C. Section 4. High Level Requirements.

C.1 Section 4.3; The revised text would read as follows: “…A priority call should be given higher priority over normal calls in the originating mobile network, to interconnected networks supporting priority (including the PSTN), and in the terminating network. Note: The ISDN MLPP feature may be used for signalling of priority level in the core network. The mapping of eMLPP priority level to MLPP priority level is for further study.” 

It was clarified by Ericsson that according to ITU Q1902.3 and ITU Q1902.4, the MLPP capability is supported by BICC.
D. Section 4.8 and Section 4.9

D.1 Section 4.8 and Section 4.9 were merged into one section. The heading was changed to “Authorization”. 

D.2 The text of the revised section 4.8 is: “A subscriber invoking Priority Service on call origination is authorized based on the caller’s subscription. It should also be possible for the subscriber to make a priority call by using any UE. In this case authorization of the subscriber may be realized by the usage of a PIN. The PIN solution needs to be standardized. Note: There are some concerns related to security for “PIN Authorization”.”
E. Section 4.13. Call Detail Record. 

E.1 #c: Modify the text to: “Recording of appropriate Priority Service information (e.g., Priority Level, PIN usage indication). Note: The value of this information is for further study.”
F. Section 5.1.
At Call Origination

F.1 Paragraph 3: Replace the last sentence with “The user should be given an indication that the call is progressing.  The network treats the user as busy while a priority call request for the user is queued.”
F.2 Paragraph 4: “Sectors” is replaced by “Cells”
G. Section 5.5: A note was added in the end of the “Call Origination Restrictions” paragraph – “Note: This may be necessary only for the PIN option.” In a subscription-based solution, it is highly unlikely that a Priority Service subscriber would have any call origination restrictions.
H. It is proposed that the requirements in column 1 in tables in sections 6.1.2, 6.2.2, 6.3.2 and 6.4.2, be synchronized and appear in the same order. Action item Chairman: To make the editorial changes.
I. A statement added to the TR clarifying that Priority Service applies to UTRAN and GSM EDGE RAN.
J. A statement added to the TR clarifying that operators can are not prevented from applying Service Accessibility as part of their normal mode of operation apart from Priority Services. 
K. A statement added to the TR clarifying that subject to agreement between the operators and appropriate regulatory body, a portion of the spectrum can be set aside for the use of normal, non-priority calls. 
L. A statement added to the TR clarifying that priority levels and PIN assignment for Priority Service subscribers would be assigned by appropriate regulatory body. However, the implementation would be by the operators, i.e., the operators do not have to give access to their HLRs to the regulatory bodies. 
M. A statement added to the TR clarifying that Priority Service intends to use Service Accessibility and eMLPP – particularly Service Accessibility to make signalling channels available so that Priority handling of calls can be applied in the traffic channels.
N. Section 6.1.1
N.1 Paragraph 2: The term “MS” replaced with “SIM”
O. The tables in the TR will be numbered. 

2.7 Review of agreed output documents and action items

2.7.1 Output Documents

	Tdoc
	Subject
	Source

	S1-020592
	Priority Service Feasibility Study Report
	Priority Service Rapporteur

	S1-020593
	Priority Service FS SWG Meeting Report
	Priority Service SWG Meeting Chairman

	S1-020594
	LS on Priority Service Feasibility Study Report
	Priority Service Rapporteur

	S1-020595
	LS on Feature Code for Priority Service 
	Priority Service Rapporteur


2.7.2  Action Items and Other Issues

2.7.2.1 Additional Regional Requirements

None were identified at the February 2002 meeting of Priority Services FS SWG meeting. 

Gary Schlanger (AT&T Wireless) reported that at the last meeting of GSMA SerG he had informed the committee of the Priority Services activity in 3GPP SA1 and requested that they identify additional regional requirements. No additional requirements were identified by the participants of the SerG meeting.

Michael Clayton, MCC support for 3GPP SA1 notified that the Australian regulatory body had requested a copy of the draft TR on Priority Service. The Australian regulatory body was informed of the February 2002 meeting of 3GPP SA1 in Saalfelden, Austria, and requested that they provide any additional regional requirements. No additional requirements from the Australian regulatory body was provided at the February 2002 meeting of 3GPP SA1

2.7.2.2 PIN-Based Solution

There were security concerns regarding the PIN solution. This remains an outstanding issue and requires further investigation.

2.7.2.3 End-to-End aspect of Priority Service

One 2 One expressed concern about the “End-to-End” aspect of Priority Service; especially the Mobile Terminated part of Priority Service. It was clarified that the “End-to-End” aspect is a key requirement – it is of little value to the subscriber if the call can be originated but cannot be terminated. The concern was noted.
2.7.2.4 Action Items

J. For the Chairmen

B.4 To check with NCS whether the sentence “Priority Service is intended to be used only during times of emergency situations and network congestion.” in the Introduction section of the TR can be replaced with ‘Priority Service is intended to be available during times of emergency situations and network congestion”. Associated with this item is a concern from the operators regarding abuse of service by high priority subscribers, and a clarification is requested from NCS.
B.5 To investigate the appropriate process to reserve a FC for Priority Service. It is proposed that “272” be used as the FC for Priority Service.

B.6 Section 5.1; Paragraph 4: The chairman to obtain clarification from United States Regional Requirement for queuing during handover scenarios i.e., if the subscriber is to be queued in the new cell at the bottom of the queue or at the same queue status (place/time) as previously. Similar clarification is requested for Section 5.3; Paragraph 4.
B.7 Section 5.1; Paragraph 5: It is proposed that #iii and #iv be merged. This is because the two may appear to be similar from a user perspective. The chairmen to check with NCS to obtain clarification on the use case of the scenarios. 
B.8 Section 5.4; It is proposed that the word “subscribe” should be used instead of  “authorized” through out this section. The chairman to check with NCS if the proposed change is acceptable.
B.9 Annex A. 

B.9.1 2.a; The chairmen to obtain clarification from NCS on how “Priority mode” is intended to work. 
C. For all delegates:

C.1 To investigate the need for “new terminals” – especially associated with indicators for Priority Services.

C.2 To review the updated Priority Service FS TR and provide comments.

2.8 Any Other Business

A. The team decided to send Liaison Statements to other 3GPP groups to obtain feedback on the TR.

B. The chairman noted that a FC for Priority Services has to be reserved. The appropriate body/organization to assign the FC has to be identified.  It is proposed that “272” be used as the FC for Priority Service. Mr. Kevin Holley (mmO2), 3GPP SA1 Chair suggested that a LS be sent to PCG/OP explaining the issue.

2.9 Thanking the Hosts

The chairman thanked the hosts for their kind hospitality.

2.10 Closing of the Meeting

The chairman thanked the meeting participants for their contributions and their diligent efforts.
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	TDoc
	Type
	Spec

No
	CR

No
	Rev
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Result

	S1-020436
	Agn
	
	
	
	
	Priority Service Feasibility Study SWG meeting agenda
	Priority Service Rapporteur
	Approved with changes

	S1-020218
	TR
	
	
	
	
	Priority Service Feasibility Study Report – draft
	Priority Service Rapporteur
	Updated to S1-020592.

	S1-020437
	Rep
	
	
	
	
	Priority Service SWG meeting report (from Phoenix, AZ, USA)
	Priority Service Rapporteur
	Noted.

	S1-020354
	
	
	
	
	
	Comments on Priority Service TR
	Nortel
	To be incorporated in S1-020592 with changes

	S1-020394
	
	
	
	
	
	Comments on Priority Service TR
	One 2 One; T-Mobil
	To be incorporated in S1-020592 with changes

	S1-020593
	Rep
	
	
	
	
	Priority Service SWG meeting report (from Saalfelden, Austria)
	Priority Service SWG Chairman
	Presented for approval at SA1 plenary

	S1-020592
	TR
	
	
	
	
	Priority Serfvice Feasibility Study TR – draft
	Priority Service Rapporteur
	Presented to SA1 plenary for approval of submission to TSG SA for information.

	S1-020594
	LS
	
	
	
	
	LS on Priority Service Feasibility Study TR – draft (to SA2, SA3, SA5, CN1, CN4, RAN2, RAN3, T2 and T3)
	Priority Service Rapporteur
	Presented to SA1 plenary for approval to send the LS to listed 3GPP groups.

	S1-020595
	LS
	
	
	
	
	LS on Feature Code for Priority Service (to PCG/OP and copy to GSMA SerG)
	Priority Service Rapporteur
	Presented to SA1 plenary for approval to send the LS to listed PCG/OP with a copy to GSMA SerG.


Annex B - Participants List

	Name
	Organisation represented


	Email 

	Gary Schlanger
	AT&T Wireless
	gschlanger@home.com

	Thomas Richter
	Cingular Wireless
	Thomas.richter@cingular.com

	Patrice Hede
	Ericsson
	Patrice.hede@eed.ericsson.se

	Olle Eriksson
	Ericsson
	Olle.Eriksson@era.ericsson.se

	Paul Carpenter
	Lucent
	pcarpenter@lucent.com

	Martin Fuller
	mmO2
	Martin.fuller@O2.com

	Kevin Holley
	mmO2
	Kevin.holley@O2.com

	Johanna Wild
	Motorola
	Johanna.Wild@motorola.com

	Bip Pramanik
	Telcordia Technologies
	bpramani@telcordia.com

	Jens Staack
	Nokia
	Jens.peter.stack@nokia.com

	Tommi Kokkola
	Nokia
	Tommi.Kokkola@nokia.com

	Amar Deol
	Nortel
	deola@nortel.com

	Vincent Talaouit
	Orange
	Vincent.talaouit@francetelecom.com

	Michele Zarri
	One 2 One
	michele.zarri@one2one.co.uk

	Mark Younge
	Voicestream
	Mark.younge@voicestream.com
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